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to invite persons to use the staircase when it is in darkness; and on 
the authorities the Divisional Court was bound to hold that the 
unfortunate plaintiff could not recover damages from the owner of 
the building. — London Law Journal. 



Nuisance — Negligence — Motor Omnibus — Motor Skidding on Slip- 
pery Road — Accident to Passenger — "Res Ipsa Loquitur." — Wing v. 
London General Omnibus Co. (1909), 2 K. B. 652, was an action by a 
passenger on a motor omnibus against the owners to recover dam- 
ages for injuries sustained by the plaintiff owing to the omnibus skid- 
ding on the road, which had become slippery through rain, and run- 
ning into an electric light standard. No other evidence of negligence 
was given by the plaintiff than the above facts, and it was assumed 
and not disputed that motor omnibuses had a tendency to skid when 
the road was in that condition. The defendants called no witnesses 
except as to the quantum of damages, and a jury in the County Court, 
where the action was tried, found a verdict for the plaintiff, but the 
judge being of opinion that there was no evidence of negligence on 
the part of the defendants, dismissed the action. The Divisional 
Court (Bigham and Walton, JJ.) reversed the decision of the County 
Court judge, but a majority of the Court of Appeal (Williams and 
Moulton, LJJ.) reversed the judgment of the Divisional Court 
(Buckley, L.J., dissenting). The majority basing their conclusion 
on the ground of the want of any evidence that the defendants, al- 
lowing the motor omnibus to run in the circumstances, constituted a 
nuisance. Buckley, L.J., on the other hand, was of the opinion that 
the mere fact of the defendants allowing the motor omnibus to run 
when the road was in that condition, of itself constituted evidence 
of negligence on their part. — Canada Law Journal. 



